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Third Sitting 


The Kremlin Palace of Congresses, March 13, 1990. 

Chairman -- Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR 
Mikhail GORBACHEV. 

Chairman: Attention, please, Comrade Deputies. Please 
prepare your cards for registration. We shall register name by 
name. So, we have registered 1,986 Deputies. I announce the morn- 
ing sitting of the Congress open. 

Comrades, we received 288 applications by 7:00 p.m. on 
March 12. Nineteen Deputies spoke at the sittings on March 12. 

We must, as we have agreed, adopt the procedure of our work to- 
day. It was proposed yesterday to continue the debate till noon. 
Any objections? There are no objections. Microphone No. 3, please. 

From the audience: We would like to hear some information 
about Lithuania, Mikhail Sergeyevich. We arrived late yesterday 
and know almost nothing. May we have some, even brief, informa- 
tion? 

Chairman: The information we have so far is preliminary pend- 
ing the receipt of official documents. It is like this. A session 
of the Republic's Supreme Soviet, now renamed Sejm, adopted an ap- 
peal to our Congress, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, the Chairman 
of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, and the government of the 
country. It states (I am telling you what I can say today, at 
this moment) that it should be considered, on the basis of a legal 
assessment of the events of 1940 and of the whole process of 
Lithuania's joining the Soviet Union, that this was done in con- 
ditions of occupation which interfered with the expression of the 
people's will and that, therefore, the decisions taken at that 
time should be regarded as null and void. From this it follows 
that the 1938 Constitution, the bourgeois constitution, has been 
reestablished and all the ensuing steps have been taken. 

This is how the comrades from Lithuania pose the question. 
(Noise from the audience.) What comrades? I think they are com- 
rades. There is perhaps a different section there, but we are 
speaking about Lithuania, about the Lithuanian people, about Com- 
munists, about the representatives of other nationalities living 
there. I think that the decisions taken there are illegitimate. 
But I don't want to anticipate anything at this point. We, the 
Congress, have given an assignment to this effect to the Supreme 
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Soviet and to the government, such work is being done and, I 
think, this work should be divided into stages. During the very 
first stage we should make a political and legal assessment of 
what has happened. 

By the way, we have been receiving telegrams in this connec- 
tion. Here is one of them. "To the third Congress of People's 
Deputies of the USSR, Moscow. We demand that this telegram be 
read at the Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR. On behalf 
of a meeting of Party activists of the October District of 
Vilnius we declare our protest against, and disagreement with, 
the decisions of the session of the Supreme Soviet of Lithuania 
as unpopular and not reflecting the interests of all of the Re- 
public's residents. We address all People's Deputies of the USSR 
with a demand that the citizens of the USSR living in Lithuania 
be protected from moral terror and that their social and legal 
security be ensured. Signed on behalf of the meeting of Party 
activists by first secretary... The meeting was attended by 196 
persons." 

We have also received telegrams from veterans of the Great 
Patriotic War (1,899 altogether), from the workers of a factory 
in Kaunas and from servicemen and their families. There are 
telegrams from other factories, and so on. I think that we should 
act vigorously in this situation. We discussed this this morning. 
A commission headed by Comrade Ryzhkov has already begun this 
work along government lines. Similar work, I think, is now being 
done along the lines of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR in the 
Soviet of Nationalities. And what is most important, this ques- 
tion should be submitted for discussion to the Supreme Soviet of 
the USSR as soon as the Congress completes its work. 

You must have noticed that Lithuanians (followed by repre- 
sentatives of Estonia and Latvia) are proposing that negotiations 
be started. I think that negotiations are out of the question, 
for we conduct negotiations with foreign states. We shall con- 
tinue working the way we normally do until the entire situation 
is clarified within the framework of the Supreme Soviet, the 
Soviet of Nationalities and the government, and everything is 
properly appraised. We welcome the presence here of Deputies of 
all republics, including Lithuania... I shall give you the floor, 
I certainly shall. 


I think, Comrades, that we shall not open debate on this 
score. (Noise from the audience.) I ask all to take their places. 
We shall work actively within the framework of the Supreme Soviet 
and the government in order to sort out the entire situation from 
principled positions, and everything will be reported to you. Our 
position, which we shall define as soon as possible, will be 
known to the Soviet Union and the whole world. I think that it 
will be important for all states... 


Vaidotas ANTANAITIS, member of the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR (Kaunas rural territorial electoral district, Lithuanian 


SSR): Esteemed Chairman, esteemed Deputies! Since every republic 
should state its position as regards the election of President I 
have been authorized by the People's Deputies of Lithuania and by 
the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic to say the follow- 
ing. The Lithuanian delegation at the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet 
Union has repeatedly proposed to start negotiations between the 
Soviet Union and Lithuania on the restoration of Lithuania's 
statehood. Instead, it is proposed that we discuss the mechanism 
for the republics' withdrawal from the Union. The adoption of 
such a mechanism is not acceptable to us since Lithuania was in- 
cluded in the Soviet Union by force, by Stalin's arbitrariness. 

It is unpleasant for us, in the process of rectifying 
Stalin's arbitrariness, to have to cause trouble to Mikhail 
Sergeyevich whom we deeply respect, or to other esteemed people 
present here. But you must realize that there are no two ways 
about it for us. 

Today is the third day of the current session of the Supreme 
Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic. Allow me to acquaint you with 
some excerpts from some documents adopted by it. 

First is the Act of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian 
Republic on the Restoration of the Independent Lithuanian State. 
The excerpt reads: "The Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic, 
expressing the will of the people, decrees and solemnly declares 
that, by reviving the exercise of the sovereign rights of the 
Lithuanian state, quashed by an alien force in 1940, Lithuania 
again becomes, from this time on, an independent state." 

An excerpt from the Law on the Name of the State and Its 
Emblem: "The Supreme Soviet of Lithuania decrees the use in the 
Constitution and other legal documents of the words ‘Lithuanian 
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Republic' as the only official name of the state and of the word 
'Lithuania' in abbreviated and composite names." 

An excerpt from the Law on the Constitution: "Hereby is 
decreed the suspension on the territory of the Lithuanian Republic 
of the 1977 Constitution (Fundamental Law) as well as of the le- 
gislation of the USSR and the Union republics and of other laws 
of the Soviet Union." 

A statement of the People's Deputies of the USSR from 
Lithuania: We People's Deputies of Lithuania proceeding from the 
generally known fact of the annexation of the independent 
Lithuanian Republic by the Soviet Union in 1940, which was also 
reflected in official documents of the Supreme Soviet of the 
Lithuanian SSR in 1989 and 1990, do not recognize our authority 
to take part in adopting a law on the status of President of the 
USSR and in electing President of the USSR. At the same time, we 
express the hope that Deputies from all republics of the Soviet 
Union will find the necessary solution for combining such tasks 
as the maintenance of law and order in the name of perestroika and 
the development of democratic institutions ensuring the rights of 
citizens and all peoples. 

It follows from what I have said that we are present at this 
Congress in the capacity of observers. (Noise from the audience.) 

We ask the Congress to facilitate the beginning of bilateral 
negotiations on the establishment of Lithuania's statehood. We 
wish to have friendly relations and an economic alliance with the 
peoples of the Soviet Union. I emphasize: an economic alliance, 
and cultural, scientific, ecological and other ties. We wish with 
all our hearts the successful work of the Congress of People's 
Deputies of the USSR. 

There is one more thing I want to say. Do I still have time? 

Chairman: You do. You still have six minutes. 

Vaidotas ANTANAITIS: Oh, six minutes more! (Laughter from 
the audience. ) 

Chairman: And we can give more to you as observers. 
(Laughter from the audience, applause. ) 

Vaidotas ANTANAITIS: I must thank you very much for your 
good feelings and I think that we shall always find mutual under- 
standing. 


I now have in my hands an appeal from the Congress of Esto- 
nia to the Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR. I am not 
sure whether I should read excerpts from it. 

Chairman: Just hand it over and we'll have it xeroxed. 

Vaidotas ANTANAITIS: Now I must say that yesterday the 
Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic adopted a letter to 
Mikhail Sergeyevich which representative of our Soviet Egidijus 
Biékauskas has brought along. Since I still have five minutes I 
urgently request Mikhail Sergeyevich to give him an opportunity 
to hand in the letter and to read out some documents he has 
brought, in particular, an appeal to the Congress. 

Chairman: I think, Comrades, we shall settle this. We shall 
also settle the matter of the appeal which has been brought. We 
shall also have it xeroxed for the delegates... 


Eighth Sitting 


The in Palac fc March 1 1990. 

Chairman -- Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of 
the Russian Federation Vitali VOROINIKOV. 

Rafik NISHANOV, Chai ‘b vie Nationalities of th 
Supr j i ational- i ia ra 


district, Uzbek SSR): Esteemed Comrade People's Deputies, allow me 
to offer to you, to the Congress of the People's Deputies of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the following draft Resolution. 

"Resolution of the third (special) Congress of People's Depu- 
ties of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

"On March 10-12 the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Soviet 
Socialist Republic hastily convened its session prior to the comple- 
tion of the elections, and declared ‘the restoration of independence 
of the Lithuanian state' and the abrogation of the Constitution of 
the Lithuanian SSR and the Constitution of the USSR on the Republic's 
territory. Thus illegitimate steps were taken for the Republic's 
secession from the USSR, which may have grave consequences for the 
Lithuanian people and for our country as a whole. In doing so cer- 
tain political forces have sought to deprive the peoples of Lithua- 
nia of their right to make a genuinely democratic choice, although 
they know quite well what damage will result in the economy, poli- 
tics, public relations and the personal destinies of people from 
the separation of Lithuania from the Soviet Union. The decisions 
that have been taken amount to disdain for the legitimate interests 
of other republics and the USSR as a whole, infringe on the rights 
of citizens of all nationalities residing on this territory and 
deeply affect the sentiments of the Soviet people who sacrificed 
138,000 lives for the liberation of the Lithuanian land from 
Hitlerite fascism. This may lead to new ethnic conflicts and to the 
general destabilization of the situation, and have a negative ef- 
fect on the political and military-strategic situation on the Euro- 
pean continent, which took shape as a result of the outcome of the 
Second World War and postwar developments. 

"This decision is being made at a time when radical transfor- 
mations in all spheres of life of Soviet society, including inter- 
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ethnic relations, are under way, when Soviet people have resolutely 
begun the consistent and steady democratization of our multina- 
tional state and the renovation of the Soviet Federation, and when 
the Supreme Soviet of the USSR has begun to consider laws aimed at 
broadening the rights of the Union republics and strengthening 
their sovereignty. 

"The Congress has been receiving numerous letters and tele- 
grams from that Republic and other parts of the country condemning 
this rash step of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR. 

"The Congress of People's Deputies holds that the above men- 
tioned decisions of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR have 
no legal force. The Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic was admit- 
ted to the USSR in 1940 at the request of Lithuania's Sejm by a 
decision of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR. In the course of half a 
century the highest bodies of state authority and administration of 
the Lithuanian SSR have confirmed by their entire activity that the 
Lithuanian SSR is a component part of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics. The population of Lithuania has elected its Deputies to 
the Supreme Soviet of the USSR and then to the Congress of People's 
Deputies, and these Deputies have taken part in the settlement of 
highly important questions concerning the country's life. The Repub- 
lic’s economy has developed within the country's national-economic 
network and has received considerable assistance from other republ- 
ics, which has promoted its faster development. No one can ignore 
the fact that the Lithuanian SSR is today intrinsically linked with 
other republics of the country by live ties on the faultless func- 
tioning of which the activity of its national economy directly de- 
pends. 

"The fact of the Lithuanian SSR being a component part of the 
USSR as a Union republic was once again officially confirmed by the 
1978 Constitution of the Lithuanian Republic. It follows that ques- 
tions concerning the Republic's self-determination can be settled 
only on the basis of the Constitution of the Union of Soviet So- 
cialist Republics. 

"A Union republic, vested with the constitutional right to 
self-determination, cannot ignore, both when joining the federation 
and when withdrawing from it, the ensuing political, social, econo- 
mic, territorial, legal and other problems. 
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"In view of the above, the Congress of People's Deputies of 
the USSR states that, in accordance with Articles 74 and 75 of the 
Constitution of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the sover- 
eignty of the USSR continues to extend to, and the Constitution of 
the USSR continues to be effective throughout, the territory of 
Lithuania as a Union Soviet Socialist Republic. The attempt to 
confront the Congress with a fait accompli by means of taking a 
unilateral decision must be rejected. 

"Me Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR decrees: 

"In accordance with Articles 73 (Paragraph 11) and 108 of the 
Constitution of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics the legisla- 
tive acts of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR of March le, 
1990, on the restoration of independence of the Lithuanian state 
and on the abrogation of the Constitution of the USSR on the terri- 
tory of the Lithuanian SSR shall be considered null and void. 

"The Supreme Soviet of the USSR and the Council of Ministers 
of the USSR, acting together with other Union republics, shall con- 
sider without delay the questions arising out of the current situa- 
tion and take measures, in accordance with the Constitution of the 
USSR and the laws of the USSR, necessary for the protection of the 
rights and freedoms of the Soviet citizens, the constitutional 
system, property and other state interests of the USSR on the terri- 
tory of the Lithuanian SSR. 

“At this momentous time the Congress of People's Deputies of 
the USSR appeals to all citizens of the Lithuanian SSR -- Lithuan- 
ians, Russians, Poles, Byelorussians, Ukrainians, Jews, and repre- 
sentatives of other nationalities -- to all political forces and 
social movements to show prudence and a sense of responsibility and 
to support the policy of the consolidation of free and equal re- 
publics within the federation now undergoing renovation and of 
strengthening the Soviet multinational state." 

Such is, esteemed People's Deputies, the draft Resolution pro- 
posed for your consideration. 

Chairman: Comrade Deputies, are there any questions to Comrade 
Nishanov? Deputy Boldyrev has a question. Swith on microphone No. 1, 
please. Take the floor, please. 


Yuri BOLDYREV, member of the Committee of the Supreme Soviet of 
e USSR On 2 ers QO ne Ork Of fe a's 239) es and e- 
pa) ve -Gov a ae 
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tora] district, Leningrad): I would like to know what this Resolu- 


tion means. Does it mean that we thus ignore the will of the people 
of a republic who have already elected in a constitutional manner 
the highest body of republican state authority? Does this Resolution 
mean that we thus ignore the will of this people? This is my first 
question. 

Now my second question. Just like probably all present here, I 
presume, I am very much against any republic leaving the Union. But 
I want to know what is going to happen next? What we intend to do 
if this people insists on its decision? What measures shall we take? 
Please answer these two questions... 

Rafik NISHANOQV: I would like to remind esteemed Deputy Boldy- 
rev that the proposed draft Resolution says, in particular: "A 
Union republic, vested with the constitutional right to self-deter- 
mination, cannot ignore, both when joining the federation and when 
withdrawing from it, the ensuing political, social, economic, 
territorial, legal and other problems." By this paragraph we, i.e., 
the Congress, emphasize on the one hand the right of every Union 
republic, in accordance with the Constitution of the USSR, to free 
self-determination up to withdrawal from the Union. On the other 
hand, we also emphasize that this right to self-determination 
should be exercised within certain limits, i.e., taking account of 
the interests of other republics and of the Union as a whole and, 
naturally, taking account of the right of each nation to self-de- 
termination. This is my first consideration. 

Second. This document is being now considered in the commis- 
sions of the Supreme Soviet and it will soon be submitted to the 
chambers of the Supreme Soviet. These questions may be examined 
when the draft law stipulating the mechanism for the withdrawal of 
a Union republic from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics is 
adopted. 

And third. The document stresses that the attempt to confront 
the Congress of People's Deputies with a fait accompli by means of 
taking unilateral decisions is not a proper way of conducting nego- 
tiations. There are numerous questions concerning our security and 
political, humanitarian, economic and social problems, which must 
also be considered. 

We have received some information from Lithuania, which shows 
that representatives of Sajudis, who formed the highest bodies of 
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state authority in Lithuania, received about 30 per cent of all 
votes, the representatives of other political parties or public 
movements also secured about 30 per cent, while the supporters of 
the Communist Party of Lithuania which adheres to the CPSU platform 
received about 20 per cent of votes. We cannot ignore these figures 
in our approach to the settlement of the question of the resolu- 
tions adopted by the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR. This is, 
Comrade Boldyrev, how I can explain our approach. Other questions, 


please... 
Galina STAROVOITOVA, senior research worker of the Centre for 
s r-E j ati idi USSR 
Aca Sci ow (Yere -Sovi - i j 


electoral district, Armenian SSR): You have justly said, esteemed 


Rafik Nishanovich, that the Lithuanian Republic cannot ignore the 
rights of our federation as a whole and the rights of other Union 
republics, as well as the economic, political and legal consequences 
of the decision adopted by the Parliament of Lithuania. 

I think that the federation also has no right to ignore the 
relevant consequences and the right of the Lithuanian people to 
self-determination. We already set a precedent when for a long time 
we ignored the problem of Nagorny Karabakh and its right to self- 
determination within the USSR. These are very similar, closely 
related problems and I draw a legitimate parallel here: we have in 
one case the question of withdrawal from the USSR and in the 
other -- the transfer from one republic to another. 

Doesn't it seem to you, Rafik Nishanovich, that to show proper 
attention to the needs of one of the states (for all our republics 
are sovereign states according to Article 70) will signify the 
beginning of negotiations, about which our Lithuanian Comrades are 
already asking? Perhaps the matter can still be settled through a 
compromise? It is true that Mikhail Sergeyevich said here that he 
conducts negotiations only with foreign states but it seems to me 
that these words were somewhat rash, since negotiations are some- 
times conducted even with a parliamentary opposition within one's 
own Supreme Soviet, to say nothing of a whole Union republic. What 
is your attitude to the idea of such negotiations? 

Rafik NISHANOV: First of all, esteemed Deputy Starovoitova, I 
would like to say that the problem of Nagorny Karabakh has nothing 
to do with the matter under discussion and that it is not tactful 
to raise this question. (Spplansgs) The Karabakh question was con- 
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sidered recently. This is, of course, a complex problem which will continue to 
be at the centre of attention so that questions of the development of 
Union republics and questions of raising the status of autonomy and 
so on should be examined within the framework of the Constitution 

of the USSR. With regard to the proposal of the Lithuanian Comrades, 
I must say that the proposed draft outlines a programme of the dis- 
cussion of this question both in the Supreme Soviet and in the Coun- 
cil of Ministers. My view is that your remark is out of place since 
we do not refuse to negotiate but are working out a mechanism that 
would provide a basis for the work of the commission. Such discus- 
sions will naturally be conducted with the participation of all our 
Union republics and the ministries and departments concerned. We do 
not ignore anybody's rights... 

Sergei RYABCHENKO, memb f eS Sovi if USSR 
(Moscow territorial electoral district, Kiev): Tell me, please, 
esteemed Rafik Nishanovich, do you think that a decision of such 
great state importance which, moreover, is of international signi- 
ficance, can be adopted after merely being read out? In this connec- 
tion I have a question: why wasn't the text of the draft Resolution 
distributed among Deputies beforehand? Second. Who are the authors 
of this draft? Give us the names, please. I assure the esteemed 
Congress that I have not missed a single minute of its work but I 
did not hear the Congress authorize anyone to prepare this document. 

Rafik NISHANOV: Let me say in reply to your question that the 
official appeal of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR was 
handed in to the Presidium of the Congress, to Mikhail Sergeyevich 
Gorbachev, by Comrade Bickauskas, People's Deputy of the USSR from 
the Lithuanian Republic, and the Presidium took the document into 
consideration. This is first. 

Second. Since I as Chairman of the Soviet of Nationalities 
maintained contact with the People's Deputies from the Lithuanian 
SSR, Landsbergis and Bickauskas, and am in general familiar with 
these appeals, the original draft of the document was naturally 
prepared by myself and Chairman of the Soviet of the Union Comrade 
Primakov and then submitted for consideration by the Presidium of 
the Congress of People's Deputies. When Comrade Vorotnikov gave me 
the floor he explained to the esteemed Congress that the matter had 
been considered by the Presidium of the Congress, the Chairmen of 
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the Supreme Soviet's chambers and the government of the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics. Two authors and a collective body sub- 
mit this document for your consideration. If someone is not satis- 
fied by any of its provisions as they were read out, it is a matter 
for the Congress to décide at this point to have the text of the 
document xeroxed immediately and be handed over to the Deputies to 
avoid any possible problems. It seems to me, however, that all 
matters are presented quite clearly here and that no point can be 
misunderstood... 


Alexander OBOLENSKY, de sien engineer of the Polar Geophysical 
tit f the Kola S ti C the USSR Acade of 
Sciences, Apatit a. Region ingra ra ational-terri- 


torial electoral district, Russian Federation): I represent the na- 


tional-territorial district of which the Kaliningrad Region is a 
part. Ag you all know, it is separated both geographically and 
territorially from the Russian Federation by Lithuania. So, as you 
understand, I'm particularly concerned about this problem. I have no 
information about growing tension at the border with Lithuania, on 
the contrary, the opposite is closer to the truth... In view of this 
I think that this resolution should not be adopted at the Congress, 
because the Deputies have had no opportunity to become familiar with 
the documents adopted by the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR. 
They were not distributed among the Deputies. Besides, as I have 
heard, the government was given an assignment to study the situa- 
tion and to report to the Congress. We haven't heard such a report. 
Don't you think, Rafik Nishanovich, that it would be extremely 
dangerous to adopt such a resolution? 

Another thing. We have just elected a President whose role is 
exactly that of taking urgent decisions in the case of a real threat 
to the interests of the citizens and their rights. It would be wrong 
for this Congress to sanctify so hastily the use of military force 
in this republic. I would not like to see the Kaliningrad Region 
separated from the rest of the country by a new hotbed of military 
confrontation. If force is used, the people, who have expressed 
their will, will not reconcile themselves to the situation. 

Chairman: I remind Comrades that they should be as brief as 
possible with their questions. Your turn now, Comrade Nishanov. 

Rafik NISHANOV: I can tell Deputy Obolensky that the question 
we are now discussing is far from simple. We are dealing with one 
of the fifteen Union republics, ae population of many millions, the 


interests of the Soviet Union, its security, political, economic 
and humanitarian questions and the rights of the citizens. Last but 
not least, we are dealing with the system of European security as a 
whole, the results of the Second World War. All this is contained 
in the draft. That is why I consider this question to be worthy of 
discussion at the Congress of People's Deputies. The proposed draft 
does not encroach upon anybody's interests and does not contain any 
violations. It is for the Congress to decide - whether to consider 
and adopt such a document... 


Edvins INKENS j edi f the chi editoria a. f 
TV ne broadcasti he Sta C e of e ian SSR on 
TV Radi adcasti Riga (Cesis national-terri j electo- 


ral district, Latvian SSR): It is in fact rather difficult to com- 


prehend the essence of this document by ear. Am I correct in under- 
standing that you envisage some territorial problems stemming from 
the decision of the Lithuanian people to restore their independence? 
If this is so, are you taking into consideration the sums paid by 
the Soviet Union to Germany in accordance with the Hitler-Stalin 
agreement, for the Vilnius Region? 

Another question. The last elections were the first in the post- 
war period in Lithuania that were free. Are you doubting the validity 
of their results? 

And the third question. When Lithuania joined the Soviet Union, 
the two months that passed from the day Soviet troops were brought 
in its territory, i.e. from the day Lithuania was occupied, were 
sufficient to incorporate Lithuania into the Soviet Union. Why are 
today certain obstacles put in the way of its exit from the Soviet 
Union, while none were put in the way of its entrance? 

Rafik NISHANOV: To my mind, the questions put by the esteemed 
Deputy should be made the subject of a thorough study, because they 
require a more calm and constructive approach to the discussion of 
both historically emerging situations and the present-day situation. 
That is precisely the assignment to the Supreme Soviet and the 
Government of the USSR that is included in the draft Resolution 
that covers all these questions. 

Chairman: Esteemed Deputies, I would like to remind you that 
you were given documents that were addressed, not as yet to the 
President, but to the Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, 
which were signed by Landsbergis, Chairman of the Supreme Soviet 
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of the Lithuanian Republic. You should also have the address of the 
Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic to the peoples of the 
USSR, also signed by Landsbergis, as well as the telegrams addressed 
to the Congress. Those who have read these documents should be well 
aware of the complexity and importance of the situation now taking 
shape in this republic... 


Roy MEDVEDEV, member of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR (Voroshi- 
lov territorial electoral district, Moscow): I'm saddened by the de- 


cision of the Supreme Soviet of Lithuania to secede from the Soviet 
Union. Certainly, such an important question as this should be decid- 
ed by the entire population of Lithuania by means of a referendum. 
If we demanded a referendum for the election of the President of the 
country, although we have deemed it necessary to elect him for the 
first time at the Congress of People's Deputies, then the question 
affecting the fate of the entire population of the republic should 
certainly be decided through a universal referendum on the basis of 
the law which should be adopted by the Supreme Soviet. However, this 
document is so sharply- and strongly-worded that in my view it is 
bound to arouse an opposite reaction. So I would like to ask: Are 

we only allowed to ask questians, or are we going to discuss this 
document? 

Chairman: It seems that we are going to discuss it as well. 
Those Deputies who have either proposals or amendments have the 
right to voice them, Comrade Medvedev. 

Rafik NISHANOV: Basically, I share the concern and support the 
proposals of Deputy Medvedev. Such serious questions, should natur- 
ally be resolved by means of a national referendun.., 

Vi rg ALKSNIS, ¢ j i ing engine a mi- 
litary unit, Riga (Jugla national-territorial electoral district, 
Latvian SSR): I'd like to add a little information to what Roy Med- 
vedev said concerning the fact that the will of the Lithuanian 
population could be determined only by means of a referendum. There 
are 2,581,359 voters registered in the republic. One hundred and 
thirty-three deputies have been elected for whom 1,063,000 people 
voted. So the 133 Deputies who have adopted a decision on the re- 
public's secession from the Soviet Union are expressing the will of 
41.2 per cent of Lithuania's voters. Almost 59 per cent of the 
voters either voted against those Deputies or did not take part in 
the elections. That is why these people have no right to speak for 


the whole population of Lithuania... 
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Vitali IVANOV, Admiral, Commander of the Baltic Fleet, Kalinin- 
grad (Kaliningrad rural territorial electoral district): Esteemed 


Comrade President of the Soviet Union! Esteemed Comrade Deputies! 
Today we are discussing a very important question. Nevertheless, I 
can't avoid mentioning the historical event which has taken place 
at our Congress. On behalf of all the servicemen of the Soviet Army 
and Navy and myself, I would like to congratulate you cordially, 
Mikhail Sergeyevich, on the occasion of your election to the post 
of President of the Soviet Union and to wish you good health and 
great success in your work for the benefit of our great Motherland. 
(Applause). 

Comrades, at this historical third Congress of People's Depu- 
ties of the USSR, we servicemen of the Army and Navy would like to 
stress once again that the Soviet Army and Navy will always be on 
the side of the people, will defend its security reliably, will 
increase their fighting capacity and will, if necessary, continue 
to give the Soviet people political, economic and social assistance. 
I'm well aware what a great burden and tremendous responsibility 
Mikhail Sergeyevich assumed before the Deputies, the Soviet people 
and the world and I believe that he will be loyal to the Oath of 
Allegiance and do his best to fulfil his duties as President of the 
Soviet Union in the best way possible. However, this historic event 
in the life of our country was clouded by the decision of the Su- 
preme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR to secede from the Soviet Union. 

Chairman: Please stick closer to the topic of discussion. 

Vitali IVANOV: Moreover, the Supreme Soviet of Lithuania does 
not mention what the boundaries of Lithuania will be, the decision 
of what year in this respect would be adhered to, how the problems 
of defence are going to be resolved, in what way the republic 
expects to pay off its debts to the Soviet Union and other repub- 
lics, how it is going to repay state expenditure for the construc- 
tion, say, of military installations, which cost dozens of billions 
of roubles, and so on. 

Let us be honest and frank in answering the question about who 
is going to benefit from Lithuania's secession from the Soviet 
Union. Let us step fussing about and pitying those who do not pity 
us. I think by doing this we would be playing into the hands of 
power-hungry extremists, some of whom have already taken over or 
are trying to take over the top party and government posts in 
Lithuania. This does not benefit tee Lithuanian people. Here we are 
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faced not with the egoism of the nation but with the egoism of the 
republic's leaders and Sajudis. This is not only the political 
blindness of Sajudis and the state and party leadership of Lithua- 
nia, it is the political and personal treachery of their own people 
and the peoples of the Soviet Union. It is the betrayal of both the 
living and the dead defenders of Soviet Lithuania. 

Hiding behind the banner of the struggle for the restoration 
of Lithuania's sovereignty, they are attempting to destroy the union 
of cooperation and fraternal relations between the Soviet republics 
and in this way cancel out the major achievements of the peoples of 
Lithuania in the economic, political, social and cultural fields 
made in the years of Soviet government. 


Chairman: Finish your speech, please. 
Vitali IVANOV: I consider this decision a treacherous blow to 


the Soviet people, to perestroika, to the economic and political 
reforms now under way in our country, to the defence capability of 
our state and to the fates of hundreds of thousands of people. 

This decision of the first session of the Supreme Soviet of 
Lithuania violates the laws of, and encroaches upon the rights of, 
other republics of the Soviet Union. It also threatens to bring 
hardship and suffering. This also refers to the rights of the 
peoples of Lithuania and other peoples. It also puts the Kalinin- 
grad Region in an extremely difficult situation, that is, thanks 
to this decision by Lithuania, it finds itself isolated from the 
Soviet Union. People are sending thousands of letters and telegrams 
expressing concern about all this. 

The Lithuanian Deputies say they are fighting for legality and 
for the observance of the Constitution. At the same time they cru- 
dely violated the right of the Lithuanian people to express their 
will. 

This is what I propose. First: the third Congress of People's 
Deputies of the USSR should adopt a resolution on the abrogation of 
the decision of the Supreme Soviet of Lithuania and on the need to 
conduct a universal referendum among the Lithuanian population con- 
cerning the question of the secession of Lithuania from the Soviet 
Union. Second: I think that we have every right to adopt such a 
resolution in view of the decision of the Supreme Soviet of Lithua- 
nia on secession from the Soviet Union, something which has been 
adopted without any referendum. Third: to ensure the complete 
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freedom of choice on the part of the peoples of Lithuania and to 
preclude all kinds of pressure in the course of the preparation and 
conduct of the referendum and the counting of the votes. To ensure 
this, it is necessary to have plenipotentiary representatives of the 
Soviet Union and other republics, and representatives of foreign 
states and international organizations on the territory of Lithuania 
as observers. Fourth: the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union should, 
without delay, draft and adopt a law on the procedure of solving the 
questions pertaining to the secession of a republic from the Soviet 
Union, and on the delineation of matters that come under the juris- 
diction of the Soviet Union and Union republics. The adoption of 
these laws is of primary importance. And finally: the question of 
the setting up of corridor to connect the Kaliningrad Region with 
our Motherland, the Soviet Union, should be solved as soon as pos- 
sible. 

Nikolai MEDVEDEV, me f the S me Soviet of the USSR 

Kaunas-Panjamu national-terr ia al distric j ian 
SSR): Esteemed Mr. President! Esteemed Comrade Deputies! On June 15, 
1940, without waiting for any referendum and without much ado at 
all, armoured troops of the USSR invaded the territory of what was 
at the time the Lithuanian Republic. Please be sure to look up in 
the Big Soviet Encyclopaedia, Vol. 16. After this act, elections 
were held, it's true. All those who refused to take part in these 
elections were left with their passports unstamped. It was announced 
that a person refusing to take part in the elections was an enemy of 
the people. Fascists have exterminated 200,000 members of the Lithua- 
nian population, and the Bolsheviks, twice as many. And not only 
Lithuanians, but also local Russians and Byelorussians, were sent to 
Inta, Vorkuta, Magadan. We are still waiting for their bones "to 
come back". 

Let's consider whether it will make things better or worse if 
we adopt the proposed resolution. Today, the situation in the re- 
public is under control. I am aware that there are people who think 
differently, as well as who are dissatisfied with the course of 
events; but still the situation in the republic is under control. 

No dangerous flare-ups are envisaged as yet. I fear that this 
document will serve as a fuse to change the situation for the worse. 

It is true that, let us say, 41 per cent voted for these Depu- 
ties. However, if their seats were taken by other people, I don't 


think they would have adopted a different decision. The decision 
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would have been much the same. The make-up of the parliament would 
have changed only partially, with the majority remaining on the side 
of Sajudis. This does not mean that everything is all right within 
this organization. In its haste, Sajudis is making mistakes. Obvi- 
ously, these mistakes will be used against it. The opposition will 
stick to its guns. But I wouldn't say that the situation is cata- 
strophic now. This is not the case. 

I want you to think twice before adopting this resolution. It 
will do no good either to Russians, Lithuanians or Poles in Lithua- 
nia, I assure you. 

I propose that this document be handed over for discussion to 
the Soviet of Nationalities of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR and 
that a group be organized to enter into negotiations about the deci- 
sion to be adopted. Remember, last spring we came here with a pro- 
posal to draft a new Union agreement. We have put forward a lot of 
proposals. Such a shift to the left has occurred precisely because 
we are constantly late in adopting radical decisions... 


electoral district, Grodno Region): Esteemed Comrade President! 


Esteemed Comrade People's Deputies! I understand only too well the 
reasons which have prompted our northern neighbour, the Lithuanian 
Republic, to adopt this or that decision. Today, it seems, virtually 
all the Union republics, territories, regions, cities and even 
village Soviets are striving to be economically independent and to 
become the masters of their own fate. This I understand very well. 

I understand the motives of our Lithuanian neighbours, because 
Byelorussians and Lithuanians are neighbours with many centuries of 
common history. Almost simultaneously, after the victory of the 
October Revolution, the Byelorussian and Lithuanian peoples created 
their own national state entities ~- the Byelorussian and Lithuanian 
Soviet Republics, which, under the looming threat posed by the 
international bourgeoisie in 1919, formed a single Lithuanian- 
Byelorussian Soviet Republic with the capital in Vilno. 

The Byelorussian people were truly jubilant at the restoration 
of the Lithuanian Soviet Republic in 1940 and at its becoming part 
of the Soviet Union. Our fraternal republics are joined today by 
the bonds of close economic, political and cultural cooperation. 
They withstood the test of the traumatic years of the Great Patrio- 
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tic War. The Byelorussian and Lithuanian peoples have always helped 
and continue to help each other in building up their economic poten- 
tials and developing cultural ties within the family of fraternal 
peoples of the USSR. 

I understand the motives of the Lithuanian Comrades especially 
well because I myself used to live in the town of Siauliai and 
attended a Lithuanian secondary school. However, as a People's 
Deputy, I tried in my speeches, although they concerned mostly the 
voting process, to draw the Deputies' attention to the possible con- 
sequences of the biased, one-sided interpretation of the secret 
agreement between Molotov and Ribbentrop, which became null and void 
on June 22, 1941, to the desire of certain circles in the Baltic Re- 
publics to use the events and facts of 1939 in their own struggle 
for power and for the satisfaction of their personal ambitions and 
interests, and at the same time to review all the international, 
union and inter-republican agreements of the last 50 years. To be 
more precise, all those agreements which stand in somebody's way 
and interfere with their schemes. 

In Lithuania, just like in both Byelorussia and Russia, drunks 
nurse their hangovers with pickle. But no pickle is going to help 
after a political drinking spell. I believe, that many Deputies 
sincerely share the alarm, concern, indignation and feeling of 
protest of the Soviet people, including the populatiam of Lithuania, 
a republic which is close to my heart, in connection with the ac- 
tions and decisions of -- I wouldn't know how to call it properly -- 
the Supreme Soviet, Sejm, Congress or Parliament of the Lithuanian 
Republic, including the desecration of the symbols of state autho- 
rity. 

I believe that the President of the USSR will be able to 
justify our hopes and find a correct solution to the Lithuanian 
question. In connection with this I would like to point out that on 
July 12, 1920, a peaceful treaty was signed between Soviet Russia 
and Lithuania, in which the Soviet side recognized the independence 
of the state of Lithuania and the fact that the city of Vilno be- 
longed to it. At the same time, it should be pointed out that his- 
torically Vilno has been taking shape as a multinational city. 
According to the all-Russian census conducted at the end of the 
19th century Lithuanians comprised just over two per cent of the 
city's residents. It was the centre in which the cultural strength 


21 


of the Byelorussian people was concentrated. In August 1920, the 
city was occupied by Polish troops. On October 10, 1939, an agree- 
ment was signed in Moscow to hand over to Lithuania the lands of 

the city of Vilno and the Vilno Region liberated by the Red Army. 
This decision was prompted not by any ethnic considerations but by 
a desire to meet the economic, cultural and administrative interests 
of Lithuania. Another step in the delineation of the two republics 
was the handing over of a number of Byelorussian territories to the 
Lithuanian Soviet Republic in November 1940. According to the Decree 
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the Byelorussian SSR of 
November 25, 1940 Lithuania was given a territory of approximately 
3,000 square kilometres, with 830 villages and settlements inhabited 
by 55,000 people. 

In view of the unilateral denunciation by the Lithuanian side 
of treaties concluded in the period from 1939 up until recently, the 
Byelorussian SSR would clearly be forced to reconsider its decisions 
on the administrative and territorial structure of the respective 
regions of Byelorussia, resulting from the legal acts mentioned 
above, and would firmly insist on the return to Byelorussia of all 
parts of its territory which were passed over to the Lithuanian SSR 
previously. 

I'd like to say one more thing. I would like to express my 
indignation with the disrespect displayed towards the venerable 
third Congress of People's Deputies by the newly elected Chairman 
of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR, Vytautas Landsbergis, 
who has failed to attend our session and voice directly all his 
demands to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics... 

Viktors Alksnis: Esteemed Comrade Deputies! Nikolai Nikolaye- 
vich Medvedev has misled you a little concerning the stamps in 
passports. True, passports were stamped, but it was done in accord- 
ance with the law on elections, so as to prevent anyone from voting 
twice. So it was only done to confirm that each person had voted. 
This was done both in the twenties and thirties, so it was not an 
invention of the so-called occupying forces... 


ivan SeaEET EE onal _ Professor of a department at the 
facial aside ceasinn ae Esteemed Parliament | On 


Stalin's order, in September 1939 Eastern Poland was added on to 
the Soviet Union, and a little later divided up between the Ukraine, 
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Byelorussia and Lithuania. The make-up of this territory's popula- 
tion was as follows: 39.9 per cent -- Poles, 34.5 per cent -- 
Ukrainians, about 8 per cent -- Byelorussians, about 8 per cent -- 
Jews and 0.6 per cent -- Lithuanians. In 1938, Poles constituted 

54 per cent of the population of Vilnius, Jews -- 27 per cent and 
Lithuanians -- about two per cent. About two months ago in Moscow 
weekly paper Arguments and Facts issued data concerning the number 
of people of certain nationalities deported from their places of 
residence to Siberia in the time of Stalin's rule. The information 
concerning Poles was wrong. The newspaper gave the figure of 41,000 
Poles who were deported. I want to inform the venerable Soviet 
Parliament that the number of Poles deported was just short of two 
million, and came primarily from the territories added to the So- 
viet Union. In later years the Polish population was subject to the 
most severe discrimination; their rights were limited. Up until 

now some Poles have been half-forced to change their nationality 

in their passports. As a Deputy, I was approached by 138 people 
protesting against such an arbitrariness. 

Dear Comrades, I ask that while discussing this question the 
Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union should not neglect the Poles who 
live in the Vilnius area today. They live in a compact community, 
representing an overwhelming majority of the population in this 
region around Vilnius, and they have already declared the Vilnius 
and the Salcininki districts to be their ethnic enclaves. Our goal 
is to establish a Polish autonomous area within the Lithuanian 
Republic. Within that area, we intend to make sure that there will 
be full linguistic and ethnic equality. 

It goes without saying, that it is not Moscow that is to decide 
the future of a nationality, be it the Lithuanians, the Georgians, 
or the Armenians. Nor should it be a handful of bawlers and advent- 
urists claiming to represent a nation. It is only a nation, in this 
case the Lithuanian nation, that has the right to determine its own 
future. I am therefore convinced that a referendum is indispensable. 
It should, however, be an honest affair, devoid of pressure, rigging 
and fraud. I am not at all sure that the majority of the republic's 
population will choose the same path as those who now speak on 
behalf of the Lithuanian people. I am not sure, that's it. 

Dear Comrades, if in the long run the decision is passed 
allowing Lithuania to secede from the Soviet Union (it will be 


23 


small wonder, for this country has really been made into a wonder- 
land where anything can happen), I will still ask you not to ignore 
the fate of the 500,000 Russians, 70,000 Byelorussians, nearly 
300,000 Poles, 70,000 Ukrainians, Jews and other nationalities now 
inhabiting the territory of the Lithuanian Republic. I am asking 
you, esteemed Deputies, to ensure guaranteed civil rights to all 
those people. And if they are forced to leave the republic to which 
they have devoted their whole lives, their fate and work, please be 
so kind as to provide them with adequate living conditions wherever 
they may find refuge. I am not speaking here on my own behalf. I 
have been approached by dozens of people. They are not sure of what 
may happen to them tomorrow, all of them are in a state of mental 
stress they have never experienced before. We all should consider 
this matter seriously to be able to find an appropriate solution. 


Colonel Nikolai PETRUSHENKO, propaganda instructor, political 


Lae 
East Kaz : Esteemed 


ee dear Comrades, to begin with, I must say it's a pity that 
no Lithuanian Deputies are present in this hall. I must thank them 
for the good lesson they taught us during the first congress. 

In any human endeavour, I value professionalism, and being a 
professional propaganda instructor, I am taking advantage of this 
opportunity to tell Comrade Medvedev that the undemocratic procedure 
of stamping voters' passports had been introduced by Lithuania's 
bourgeois government long before the entry of Soviet troops and 
long before Lithuania's accession to the USSR. In my view, the si- 
tuation which has now arisen in the Baltic states must be dealt with 
through a congress-adopted decision. For it does us, People's Depu- 
ties, no credit to hide behind the back of the President, less so 
of the newly elected one. Having weighed up all the pros and cons, 
I've decided that this situation should be treated as one when smail 
children have become naughty in a large and strong family while their 
parents are busy doing a big and difficult job. (laughter in the 
audience.) When older children and their parents turn their backs 
on the younger ones, the latter are left with not enough pocket 
money even to buy ice-cream. I think this situation should be taken 
calmly and without fuss. There are two factors that have above all 
alerted me: the appeal of Estonia's Congress to bring in a foreign 
military contingent for one thing, and the destabilizing factor 
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which is taking place in the army ranks. 1] mean the reports about 
the desertion from the Soviet Armed Forces by Lithuanians. I sug- 
gest that the Lithuanian Deputies present here weigh up all the 
pros and cons and understand that unrest in the army means unrest 
in the country. I want them to ask their sons to help in such a 
forced but necessary measure as using the capabilities of the air- 
borne troops in tracking down the deserters, who will certainly be 
cornered, be it in city squares or on farmsteads. 

I think we must look for things that unite us, rather than 
split us apart. There is an age-long history that links us to the 
Lithuanian people. With this in mind, the proposed draft document 
can and must be endorsed. I would, however, emphasize two points. 
Back in 1940, Lithuania acceded to the Soviet Union on specific 
terms. One condition was the restitution of six regions to neigh- 
pouring Byelorussia, and later on, of the city of Vilno and the port 
of Klaipeda. So, if it comes to secession, legal claims may be laid 
for the division of the said territories. International experts may 
of course be asked to mediate in the affair, although I think all 
of you understand perfectly, that by doing this we'll have to 
redraw the existing borders and hence revise the results of the 
Second World War. 

I would kindly request the head of the Lithuanian delegation 
to advise me on the following point which has been worrying me 
greatly of late. According to the encyclopaedia, if my memory doesn't 
fail me, Lithuanians accounted for only 5 percent among the Vilnius 
residents. Since there are legal grounds - which must really be 
referred to the Soviet of Nationalities and to the Constitu- 
tional Compliance Committee for examination - the capital city of 
Vilnius may be annexed from Lithuania. So, my question is: at what 
farmstead will the negotiations with the great Soviet Union be taking 
place? 

Vladimir YAROVOI, Director of the Dvigate]l state production 
jati th j f Talli Talli ~ Et ationa)- 
torial electoral district, Estonia): Dear Deputies, esteemed Presi- 


dium, I hate the prospect of a congress session being devoted tq a 


similar issue, this time concerning Estonia. I wouldn't like to 
follow Deputy Tikhonovich's example in citing facts and figures 
relating to that period. 

Voices have been heard today saying that the Lithuanian problem 


is being discussed for the first time at this congress. Dear Comrades, 
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let's not be so naive. The issue was already raised at the first 
congress. The violations by the Baltic republics date back to mid- 
1988. 

The Estonian Soviet Socialist Republic was the first to violate 
the Constitution on November 16, 1988. It was then, I think, that 
the document we're now discussing should have emerged. Today, it is 
overdue. Let me put it straight: I think that the decree should be 
passed. Today, it should be passed by all means. 

I've been surprised at the statements made here by Leningrad 
Deputies, three of whom - Obolensky, Boldyrev and Shchelkanov - have 
spoken here. Why? I was also born in Leningrad. And I am surprised 
that representatives of the proletarian, revolutionary city, the 
birthplace of the Soviet socialist state, have said such things from 
this rostrum. 

I have the impression that they are slavishly repeating someone 
else's ideas. It's not clear whom they represent. A rally was held 
in Tallinn yesterday, attended by 50,000 people. They know that 
workers — representatives of the association of Leningrad enter-~ 
prises — took part in the rally and voiced their support for those 
who were at the rally. Previously, they said, we visited Tallinn 
like a home town. This time, however, we roamed the city for half a 
day and couldn't find a single ad in Russian. Then they came upon an 
ad which read: "A worker is wanted". 

Do we really want only these kinds of ads to be pasted up in 
Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia? I don't believe this is what we 
created the Soviet country for. 

There is one more point. As I said, a rally was held in Tallinn 
yesterday, attended by about 50,000 people. The speakers voiced their 
pain and anxiety concerning the unity of our state. Many a good word 
was spoken about the Estonian people. It was said that the Estonian 
people had been deceived by popular front leaders who, following a 
two-year struggle for power, have assumed extremist positions. We 
expressed the hope that the Estonian people would finally realize 
they have been misled and would decide whose side to take in the 
event of an all-Estonia referendum being held. 

I am mortified by the fact that it is at this time of our his- 
tory that a committee for the protection of the Soviet power and 
civil rights has been set up in Estonia. Our Union is 70 years old, 
and the Baltic republics have been with us for 50 years. Now, a com- 


mittee like that is set up. Isn't it shameful? I think it is a great 
ghame to our country which relies on humane state-building prin- 
ciples. 

Certainly, there are shortcomings and blunders which are root- 
ed in Stalin's era and the stagnation period. This doesn't mean, 
however, that we must all separate. 

And another thing. The participants in yesterday's rally asked 
to bring it home to the congress: they are waiting for a decision 
today, for much will depend on it. A chain reaction may be trigger- 
ed, don't you realize this? It's almost certain to happen. I have 
no intention of trying to fan passions. I only wish that the very 
same persons, Obolensky and Boldyrev, would go there and stay in 
the thick of the events. They haven't been in Lithuania, but I have. 
I took part in the rally held in support of the provisional Central 
Committee of the Lithuanian Communist Party on the CPSU platform, 
and I was speaking there. I took part in the work of the Vilnius 
City Party Conference which resulted in the establishment of the 
City Party Committee on the CPSU platform. I met with directors of 
Union-level factories, who told me they were afraid of speaking the 
truth openly and of upholding their interests. And the meeting took 
place in the Deputies’ room, so that nobody would see us. 

And one last thing. I have only lived in Lithuania for four 
years but things I've been through make me wish that the same Obo- 
lensky would go to the republic and feel what it is like to be 
threatened over the phone, to have your family intimidated, to have 
your death hour fixed, or to have, as happened to me on Estonia's 
Independence Day, a homemade bomb planted at your door. He and those 
who think like him would probably have said different things from 
this rostrum then. I am asking you to pass the decree today. I 
think this will be a step long awaited by everyone in the Soviet 
Union. 


a tional-territorial electoral distri = 
yia): Esteemed Congress, in this country, the word "much", I think, 
applies basically to three notions: much territory, much disorder 


and much emotion. This being so, an obvious and sad tendency can be 
observed: the more disorder and emotion, the less territory. I want 
you to consider this tendency and ward off the euphoria which is 
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understandable for I am a Riga resident, and have been elected De- 
puty by the Russian-speaking population of the Oktyabrsky electoral 
district. 

This year I have been approached hundreds, or maybe thousands 
of times by the voters who kept asking me: what will happen if Iat- 
via secedes from the Soviet Union and is this possible? I answered 
these questions quite calmly on every occasion, and strangely, ny 
answers put people at ease. I told them that for Latvia to secede 
from the Soviet Union, three conditions had to be met. First, the 
relevant decision should be passed by a democratically elected 
Supreme Soviet. Second, an all-latvia referendum should be held on 
this issue. And third, the secession must have the approval of the 
Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR. Once the first two condi- 
tions are met, i.e., once the republic decides to secede, the Con- 
gress will, regrettably, have to give its approval. And approval 
will be given, for there have been analogies. There have been no 
precedents, but there have been analogies in international practice. 
A deadline may be set, such as 10, 15 or 20 years. Why? Largely 
because there are more than one million Russian-speaking people 
among Latvia's permanent residents (I am talking of Latvia for 
reasons you understand). Should even half of this group decide not 
to remain there after Latvia has decided to secede, quite naturally 
there would arise the problem of what to do with them, their apart- 
ments, their summer cottages, dachas, their children and so on. With 
this in mind, I am asking you to stop being emotional on this ques- 
tion and to pass a firm decision befitting so high a forum, taking 
into account that it is being attended for the first time by the 
President of the USSR. 

In my view, this decision can be brief and very simple, consist- 
ing (we have talked this over with Comrade Sobchak) of three or four 
clauses which may read as follows: in the first place, we, the Con- 
gress, must make it plain to the Lithuanian Comrades, that we uphold 
the right of any nation to self-determination. I don't think there 
is anyone here with a different view. So, we should calmly confirm 
this in the first clause. 

The second clause should read that the Supreme Soviet of the 
Lithuanian SSR, elected by only 41 percent of Lithuania's voters, 
has the right to apply for secession, but has no right to present 
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the Congress with an ultimatum, based on a post factum declaration 
of secession. I think the need to include this clause is self-evi- 
dent. 

The next step should be to instruct the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR to start negotiating this issue with the Lithuanian Comrades. 

I would also make a note in this clause of the indecorous conduct 
of the Lithuanian delegates, who at other times taught us tact and 
courtesy, but who haven't turned up at this Congress today. 

Much has been said here about many legal aspects, above all, 
about civil rights which, Mikhail Sergeyevich has vowed today, he 
was going to sacredly uphold in the whole of the country's territory. 
There has also been mention of territorial claims associated with 
Lithuania more than with any other republic. Should Lithuania decide 
to secede this would give rise to countless economic, social and 
other problems. 

This is my proposal; I also feel I should ask my colleagues, 
above all, those representing other regions, not to say things that 
cause laughter in the audience, for there is really nothing funny. 
It is a very serious matter, and we, here, are the country's only 
supreme legislative body that is authorized to pass a decision. We 
have the controlling sway. And as long as an important body like 
this has the controlling sway, there is no need to become excited... 


Va in FALIN, Head of t. International D f 
CPSU_Cen C it de ¥ e Uni £ Soviet Societie 
for Friendship and Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries and 
the Soviet Soci C al Re j j Com lots Abro 


(the Rodina Society): Esteemed Comrade President, esteemed Congress, 
in the first place, I would like to comment upon the draft Decree 
under discussion. I agree with the previous speaker who said that 
the decision of the Congress was to be made absolutely brief and 
businesslike, for there is much in this knot of problems that needs 
to be elucidated and realized by the both parties involved. I believe 
that there is no room for emotions either in the audience here, or 
in the document. 

While discussing this issue here, however, the speakers have 
touched upon quite a few problems and have made a number of inaccur- 
acies which, I think, should be corrected, so as to make everyone 
clear about the core of the matter by the time any such document is 
to be put to vote. 
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First. When did the question of Lithuania's independence arise? 
Let me tell you, with reference to existing documents, that this 
problem was resolved in the time of the First World War, during the 
occupation of Lithuania by Germany. The terms on which Lithuania was 
to be separated from Russia before the October 1917 Revolution were 
dictated by the German command and Emperor Wilhelm II. Such is the 
historical fact. The decisions passed in September 1917 and in De- 
cember of the same year were the basis of all the subsequent deci- 
sions concerning the independence of that state. According to those 
decisions which were later on reaffirmed by the Soviet Republic in 
the Brest Peace Treaty imposed on us by Germany in the well-known 
specific historical circumstances, not only was Lithuania to main- 
tain close relations with Germany, but it was also to be tethered 
to the latter through what may be called a union, by having to per- 
form military and other duties serving German interests. Unless we 
take this into account, or else, if we open the count from 1939 or 
1940, we shall have little substance for both the appraisal of the 
past and the assessment of the future. 

Second. It must be made perfectly clear, that in August 1939, 
when the Soviet Union and Germany signed the non-aggression pact 
and the secret protocol on the joining of the three. Baltic states 
to the Soviet Union, no mention was made of their accession to the 
Soviet Union. Moreover, in July 1940, after the accession had taken 
place, Germany used it as a pretext for deciding to attack the USSR, 
interpreting it as a violation by the Soviet Union of the oral 
accords and the mutual understanding that Germany and the Soviet 
Union had in August 1939, The decision to attack the Soviet Union 
was not taken at that time for one sole reason: the top military 
commanders had told Hitler that to win such a war additional prepa- 
rations were needed. To dispel the remaining uncertainties, let me 
tell you that the memorandum on the declaration of war against the 
Soviet Union on June 22, 1941, refers to the accession of the three 
Baltic states to the Soviet Union as a pretext for the attack. 

Now, as regards Comrade Medvedev's remark about the 200,000 
people killed during the Nazi invasion of Lithuania. For one thing, 
the real figure is not 200,000, but over 660,000 victims. For an- 
other, about 200,000 of these were Soviet POWs kept on Lithuanian 
territory. Finally, it is a fact (which you and all of us may find 
most unpleasant to recognize) that although the killings were super- 
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vised by German officers, there were Lithuanian nationals among the 
executioners as well. So, you'd better be careful while citing those 
figures and examples, because the whole affair has left such a long 
trail in history that it needs to be thoroughly scrutinized before 
we can take our bearings. 

Concerning Comrade Tikhonovich's remark about the 1939 Soviet 
annexation of Eastern Poland, I must tell you it was an incorrect 
legal and political remark to make, for, according to the Versailles 
Treaty, Poland's boundary was to run along the Curzon Line, i.e., 
approximately where the demarcation line marking the Soviet Union's 
western boundary ran at the moment of the German attack. Poland was 
the first to break the Treaty of Versailles, and in so doing redrew 
its borders with the Soviet Union and Lithuania. In 1920, Poland 
seized the said territories which included the Western Ukraine, 
Western Byelorussia, Vilno and the Vilno region. So, let us also 
be correct in citing historical facts, for it was not in 1940, but 
on October 10, 1939, that Vilnius acceded to Lithuania on the basis 
of a treaty under which, on the one hand, the said territories were 
transferred to Lithuania and, on the other, the legitimately elect- 
ed (even if measured by the Sajudis yardstick) Lithuanian government 
gave the Soviet Union the right to deploy its armed forces on Lithua- 
nian territory. The two issues were firmly interconnected, for it 
was the question of the so-called Eastern Front that was then at 
issue (in this instant, I am referring to Churchill). 

If we start considering everything that has happened from this 
standpoint, and a lot of other things have taken place since then... 
I am not speaking now about Klaipeda which never formed part of 
Lithuania at all before 1918, but was part of Eastern Prussia (in 
fact, it was only within Lithuania for a very brief period of time) 
and was included in present-day Lithuania only after 1945. All that 
cost the lives of our soldiers and officers, a huge number of lives. 
We have to take all that into account. Things like that cannot be 
changed just by a stroke of the pen under some resolution at some 
meeting. At least not in the way our Lithuanian colleagues have 
tried to change them. 

I would like to say that we have to consider, point by point, 
everything that has occurred in our history, in a calm and quite 
business-like atmosphere. Neither must we forget the way the bour- 
geois governments of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia bought their so- 


31 


called independence in 1917-1918. One of the principal arguments 
was reflected in an official report presented by Joseph Green, the 
head of the American military mission, which said that the separa- 
tion of these three states from the rest of Russia created the best 
springboard for the military and economic penetration of Russia. 

If we take all these documents into account and if we recognize 
all that, we must appreciate the full importance and complexity of 
this problem and, at the same time, the way it affects the Soviet 
Union and the minds of the Russian, Byelorussian and other peoples. 
We have to do that in order to avoid settling the issue immediately, 
without pausing to think -- on the contrary, we have to consider 
everything carefully and, above all, pose ourselves this question: 
What next? How are we going to proceed further? Obviously, we cannot 
do what some have just been proposing we should do, that is, separate 
and let everyone settle their own affairs in their own national 
homes. 

I propose a very brief form of decision. 

First. We state that on March 10-12 the Supreme Soviet of the 
Lithuanian SSR announced the "restoration of the independence of the 
Lithuanian state" and the invalidity of the Constitution of the 
Lithuanian SSR and of the Constitution of the USSR on the territory 
of the Republic. 

Second. We state that the Congress of People's Deputies of the 
USSR considers the above-mentioned decision of the Supreme Soviet 
of the Lithuanian SSR to be legally invalid. While possessing the 
constitutional right to self-determination,a Union republic, whether 
joining the federation or seceding from it, cannot ignore the poli- 
tical, socio-economic, territorial, legal and other problems that 
this causes. 

Considering the aforementioned, the Congress of People's Depu- 
ties of the USSR states that, in accordance with Articles 74 and 75 
of the Constitution of the USSR, the sovereignty of the USSR and the 
Constitution of the USSR continue to be in force on the territory 
of Lithuania as a constituent Soviet Socialist Republic. 

The Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR instructs the 
Supreme Soviet of the USSR and the Council of Ministers of the USSR, 
with the participation of other constituent republics, to consider 
without delay the issues arising from the existing situation and 
adopt the necessary measures, in accordance with the Constitution 
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of the USSR and the laws of the USSR, to protect the rights and 
freedoms of the Soviet citizens, the constitutional order, the 
security of the nation and the property, and other state interests 
of the USSR on the territory of the Lithuanian SSR. 

The Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR expresses hope 
that by mutual consent a constructive solution can be found to all 
the relevant issues in the interests of the Lithuanian and other 
peoples of the USSR... 

Roy MEDVEDEV: Esteemed Deputies, esteemed President, even the 
debate which has taken place here allows me to draw the conclusion 
that the problem is far more serious and complex than the decision 
which is proposed in the given Resolution. I could enlarge on the 
fine speech made by Falin, the previous speaker, with a number of 
historical referances and facts. But I will not do so for he has 
expressed himself better than I could have done. I believe that we 
should adopt a brief and sober-minded document -- and not under the 
title of a decision, but of an appeal. (A stir in the hall.) 

Now I am stating my own opinion. You can decide otherwise. 
Even this document could form the basis, provided we delete at least 
two-thirds of the text. And I'll tell you why. You cannot say that 
the Republic was admitted to the Union at the request of the Sejm 
of Lithuania by decision of the Supreme Soviet in 1940 without a 
serious study and analysis of this issue (as has been brilliantly 
done in respect of the 1949 Pacts) and without mentioning at the 
same time horrible repressions against the Lithuanian people in 
1940 and 1941, which they are still smarting from. Therefore, this 
phrase of the document must be supplemented with another one to the 
effect that the Congress understands the feelings of the Lithuanian 
people over the losses they sustained on account of Stalin's re- 
pressive policies both before and after the war. I believe we should 
adopt a brief and sober-minded Resolution based on the text proposed 
by Comrade Falin, changing one or two phrases in it. In addition, 

I must say this is going to be a symbolic document -- the first 
document we shall have adopted since the election of the President 
of the Soviet Union. Tomorrow the newspapers will report on the 
election of the first President of the Soviet Union and this docu- 
ment. We must adopt it unhurriedly, quietly and thoughtfully... 


a. YK he Art Di r e Y t (Youth) Associa- 


Lon j Secr f the Board of the Uni Film Work- 
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of the USSR eak i Sovi Vv il- 
dren's Fund): Esteemed Deputies, it seems to me that we have to 
concentrate only on the document, without discussing the rest of 
the issue further. It is a vast subject which is bound to stir up 
emotions. We may live to regret all that is said about everything 
apart from the document -- a particular word or a particular posi- 
tion that has cropped up. This document is not the end of the 
process, but just one stage of it. In fact, in this case, given the 
election of the nation's President, it is just the opening phase. 
Let us treat it as legislators who have spoken for three days about 
the sovereignty of the Soviet Socialist Republics and their state- 
hood. Let us deal with this document in the spirit of this Special 
Congress. I agree that we must reaffirm the right of all the repub- 
lics to self-determination. But I would not have come to this 
rostrum if, during all that talk about Hitler's collusion with 
Stalin, I had not kept thinking about one thing: Why choose that 
particular document which is now half a century old? 

If we turn to history, as many people do today, we may recall 
the outcome of the Northern War which was fought over 200 years ago 
and resulted in that territory entering the Russian Empire. The 
present-day frontiers and legal status of the Republic were estab- 
lished by the Peace Treaty and the Potsdam Conference. That is the 
document that now exists. There can be no objections to the document 
as there is no occupation whatsoever -- it is a Soviet Socialist 
Republic. The only point to consider is that of seceding from the 
Union under the terms of the Constitution, and for that to be 
possible there must be a mechanism of secession. 

It seems to me that the document could consist of three parts. 
The first should reaffirm the right of the Lithuanian people to leave 
the USSR. This reaffirmation is expected by the 41 per cent of the 
population who have voted for it and who are also worthy of respect 
as part of the Soviet people. Therefore, we have to make that reaf- 
firmation. The second should interpret the reference to the Ribben- 
trop-Molotov collusion not as a political position but as a poli- 
tical ploy, for it is nothing short of a political ploy. There is 
the Peace Treaty that operates as a legal instrument today. We must 
speak here in light of the fact that not even the reuniting Germany 
is demanding a revision of its frontiers. Any revision of frontiers 
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affects the sovereign interests not only of the Lithuanian people 
but the sovereign interests of the USSR, Europe and the world. 

And the third part should be an appeal to the Lithuanian people 
to tell them that the Republic does have the right to secede from the 
Union, but that it is better to resolve the issue in such and such 
a way. All the document's threats are premature. The issue must be 
decided, I think, from the constitutional point of view... 

Y MASLYUKOV, Fi Vice- j ¢ 

USSR Chai ° Sta j itte the USSR: 
Esteemed Comrade President, esteemed Deputies, let me deal only with 
the economic aspects of the problem. In the event of Lithuania 
dropping out of the federation, there would be a whole series of 
questions which I believe you would have to consider. 

The first question concerns the attitude to the national pro- 
perty of the Union. In view of the shortage of time, I shall confine 
myself to noting that, according to our estimates, confirmed by the 
relationship of the consumed and produced national income, Lithuania 
owes about six billion roubles to all the republics of the Soviet 
Union. 

Now, if you take the issue of the severance of economic ties 
(which would inevitably arise since Lithuania has announced a change 
in its industrial structure), there would be irreparable losses 
which could add up to something like 14 billion roubles for the 
economy of Lithuania and other constituent republics. In terms of 
convertible currency, Lithuania would have an annual deficit of 
around 3.7 billion roubles. 

Next, speaking of the Soviet Union's national debt today, we 
have to consider that Lithuania has been part of the Soviet Union 
for 50 years, and, of course, it's got to understand that part of 
this debt is due from it. That part amounts to 6.3 billion roubles 
in Soviet currency and around 600 million roubles in convertible 
currency. 

Another point we've got to consider while taking our decision 
is what would happen if at least 40 or 50 per cent of the Russian- 
speaking, Polish-speaking or other ethnic groups who have no com- 
mand of the Lithuanian language choose to stay within the USSR. 
Lithuania would then have to pay up (and I think this is reasonable) 
something like 5.5 billion roubles for them to be re-housed, re- 
employed and reimbursed for the expenses they will have incurred. 
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Yet another issue would arise from the fact that the expenses 
involved in the dismantling of our air defences and other networks 
of the Armed Forces, which the resolutions of the Supreme Soviet of 
the Lithuanian SSR clearly hint at, would add up to around three 
billion roubles. As for the communication lines, the decision 
suggested by Lithuania would cut Kaliningrad Region off from the 
rest of the Russian Federation. That would bring innumerable mis- 
fortunes and cause serious difficulties with regard to supplies. 

So if you consider a tentative estimate of the economic damage 
the national economy would sustain, you will find that it would add 
up to 18-20 billion roubles -- which is equivalent to two years' 
national income of today's Lithuania. 

A few more figures. I would like to point out that the invest- 
ment in Lithuania's national economy has been close to 50 billion 
roubles -- 3.2 billion roubles in 1988 alone. Industrial production 
in Lithuania has trebled since 1940, beside the national growth 
rate, although on entering the USSR it was its poorest republic. 
Today it has the highest per capita income. 

I cannot avoid quoting from the message to Comrade Ryzhkov from 
the President..., I beg your pardon, Chairman of the Supreme Soviet 
of the Lithuanian Republic: 

"Mr. Ryzhkov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics. The Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian 
Republic, having restored the Lithuanian state on March 11, 1990, 
is hereby offering the Government of the USSR to maintain the exist- 
ing economic ties and abide by the existing commitments pending the 
conclusion of bilateral treaties to specify economic relations 
between the Lithuanian Republic and the USSR." 

I have here an article published by the Lithuanian Independence 
Commission. Let me refer to just one paragraph from it, the one 
about the intentions of using the national economy of the Soviet 
Union in the future. The overriding strategy of Lithuania's external 
economic relations would be to keep on importing staple raw materi- 
als and fuel from the USSR... There you are. And, then, "borrowing 
advanced machinery and technology, above all, by setting up joint 
ventures with Western nations and channelling the bulk of exports 
eastward, and then, as far as standards improve, westward." The logic 
is perfectly clear. 
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In view of that I would like to mention one more figure: 
Lithuanian comrades say that Lithuania's agriculture is an asset 
which is quite capable of assuring the normal existence of the 
Lithuanian state. However, the fact is that the whole of the Re- 
public's agriculture has been running at a loss of 172 million 
roubles for our national budget. Should the population of Lithua- 
nia have to buy the meat produced in the Republic, it would cost 
them 8,000 roubles a ton. The world price is 1,600 roubles. On the 
other hand, everything that Lithuania is getting from the Soviet 
Union costs half as much as it does on the world market. 

I believe that the measure of toughness of the decision you 
are about to adopt must be determined, first and foremost, by the 
fact that what has happened in Lithuania is an act of provocation; 
it has been done extremely hurriedly behind the back of the Con- 
gress which has assembled to discuss major issues. That is the 
main thing. Now, speaking of the decision, I would advise those 
comrades who have been deploring a tough decision to go to Lithua- 
nia for at least ten days to talk to the people who catch you by 
the hand and ask: "Tell us what will happen to us when Lithuania 
leaves the Soviet Union? Where should we run? Are you going to 
abandon us or not?" On behalf of the Government, I want to say 
that we are not going to abandon those people. So go ahead and 
adopt your stand; this is your right and responsibility... (Ap- 
plause.) 

Yevgeni KOGAN, Chief of the Iabour Safety Laboratory, Estryb- 

om Amalgamated, Talli inn-Kalinin national-territoria 
electoral district, Estonian SSR): Esteemed Comrade Deputies, 
Esteemed Presidium, Esteemed President, I have mixed feelings as 
I am the last to speak, and many are bound not to like what I am 
about to say. Still I must say that the situation that has been 
developing in the Baltic region over the past two years reminds 
me of the celebrated fable about the cat that went on eating the 
chunk of meat he had snatched away from his master's table while 
the latter was telling him that it wasn't nice to do so. Some 
people sitting here and those whose interests I defend say that 
the cat is not right and his actions are bad. 
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Some great democrats speaking here have said: Give us at least 
one solid case of discrimination, one solid case of violation of 
human rights. So let me name one particular person, Anna Kripine, 
who has been evicted from her flat with her child after getting 
divorced; she has been struck off the tenants' list and deprived 
of everything, even of her food stamps. As you know everything is 
rationed in the Baltic republics at present to prevent any outsider 
from eating, perchance, the food intended for the nation claiming 
preferential treatment on the territory of the republic concerned. 

Now, let me tell you about the people of MaZeikay who explained 
to me how they had been taken over there to build a chemical complex. 
They worked to the best of their abilities and put all their ef- 
forts into putting it up, but now they are asking to be evacuated 
and re-housed because they just can't go on living while being 
exposed to continuous everyday environmental hazards. I want you 
to read the appeal signed by over 1,800 people from Siauliai, in 
which they ask to be moved out of that "democratic corner" and 
assured elementary civil rights. I think it would be very useful 
for you to hear that plea, and still more useful to go and see 
everything for yourselves. 

I've been speaking rather emotionally, and this is perhaps why 
my speeches have been barred from broadcasts on many occasions. The 
nation still does not know what we from the Baltic republics wanted 
to tell it. I hope that this speech will, albeit belatedly, help 
to clear up the matter. 

Now, without any more emotion, let me turn to the Resolution. 
It's late, as usual. In order to make up the leeway somehow, it must 
be more specific. And since we now have a President who has sworn 
in this hall to defend our Constitution, to defend our civil rights 
and the territorial integrity of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics with all the power and resources at his disposal, I propose 
the following three points for the draft Resolution. 

First of all, we instruct the President to use all the means 
at his disposal to guarantee order and to defend the rights of all 
citizens residing on the territory of Lithuanian SSR, and, notably, to safeguard the 
Soviet citizens against the campaign of psychological terror launched by the news 
media af the Lithuanian SSR. Second, pending the promulgation af the law om the 
order of secession af republics from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and 
the refbrendum we want direct presidential rule to be introduced on Lithuanian ter- 
ritory in order to assure all the peer Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 


on that territory. Third, to instruct the Supreme Soviet of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to consider the situation in 
the Baltic republics, since the situation in Estonia has developed 
to the point where you may well expect a repetition of the Lithua- 
nian events tomorrow. The situation in Latvia, although one stage 
behind, is also developing along the same lines. 

In conclusion, I would like to say this: do remember, please, 
that you are now going to decide the fate of around two and a half 
million people, that is the so-called Russian-speaking population 
whom you will have to host as refugees tomorrow if you fail to make 
your decision today, that is to provide them with housing, jobs, 
day-care centres and schools. I would very much like to see how you 
will do it, considering that 50,000 Meshetian Turks are still out 
in the cold. You can see them in front of the reception office of 
the Supreme Soviet. All the best to you, and think carefully... 

Mikhail GORBACHEV, President of the USSR: "To the Presidium of 
the Congress. We elected the President a few hours ago. Why is 
M.S. Gorbachev silent again? I congratujate him upon his election 
and ask him to speak up on the Lithuanian issue. Sergei Vasiliev, 
Tyumen." 

I am going to react to the essence of the message, but as for 
its form I would like to say this: we do not change the style of 
communication, even when the situation is changing. I would address 
this remark to Comrade Vasiliev. 

The comrades who have spoken were unanimous, apart from a few 
exceptions, on the point that the Congress cannot conclude its work 
without expressing its attitude to this cardinal issue of the in- 
ternal life of our country or assessing it. We have received numer- 
ous telegrams indicating very great alarm and concern over what is 
happening in Lithuania today. And the people will not understand 
the Congress if, after four days of deliberations, it does not find 
it necessary to discuss the matter and voice its attitude. Therefore, 
I think we have done the right thing, Comrades, in initiating the 
debate, although some Deputies, as I see, think otherwise. That's 
the first thing. 

Second, while discussing this problem, we must see Lithuania, 
we must see the whole nation. I will go further to say that we must 
see Europe and the whole world. We must not be simplistic. We have 
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shown great patience, and are still doing so today. I believe that 
respect, after all, has been the key note of all the speeches. 

For the last couple of years or so we have been conducting an 
active dialogue with our Lithuanian comrades, the Lithuanian people, 
and I presume we have been doing the right thing. Now, although the 
process has acquired such dramatic forms today, I do not think we 
should blame it on the centre and on representatives from all the 
republics, since they have shown respect, patience and a sense of 
comradeship in relation to the people of Lithuania, and are continu- 
ing to do so. At the same time, we have come to the point beyond 
which there arise certain processes -- the signs are already there — 
which must be stopped. That is what we have to say bluntly to the 
Lithuanian people, to the whole nation and to the world. The rest 
of the world is also waiting to see where the Congress of People's 
Deputies stands. 

I would proceed from what I spoke about at the beginning of our 
deliberations. The Congress and all of us, expressing the will of 
the Soviet people, preserve this feeling of respect for our Lithuan- 
ian comrades. However, we must not forget about those who are push- 
ing the Lithuanian people into an historical blind alley and who 
could put its destiny under threat. We must help make it clear both 
to the Lithuanian people and to many of those who are now getting 
involved in making decisions about which we know although there are 
some we don't know about. And I think we can do so while sticking 
to two essential approaches: first, respect and patience, and, 
second, keeping to our principles and being firm. It is necessary 
to do so. 

Summing up the speeches of the Deputies and also the amendments 
and comments handed to the Presidium, I would say that we could 
adopt a decision based on the draft that we have, having pruned it 
of unnecessary information and declarations, but limiting it to the 
most important political and legal considerations and instructions 
which are so necessary today and which are dictated by the present 
situation. This will be close to what Comrade Falin said. In fact, 
it is his version that I would like to take as a basis. 

We could say that on March 10-12 the Supreme Soviet of the 
Lithuanian SSR declared the "restoration" of the independence of 
the Lithuanian state (we put "restoration" in quotes) and the inva- 
lidity of the Constitution of the Lithuanian SSR and the Constitu- 
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tion of the USSR on the territory of the Republic. This is a fact 
and we are, of course, treating it as such. Then the second para-~ 
graph on the second page can be worded as follows: "The Congress of 
People's Deputies considers the above-mentioned decisions of the 
Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR to be legally invalid". This 
is also an important statement, and there is no need to elaborate 
on it and produce further arguments. I think that what is stated at 
the bottom of the second page is fair: "Whilst possessing the consti- 
tutional right of self-determination, a Union republic cannot, 
whether joining the federation or seceding from it, ignore the po- 
litical, socio-economic, territorial, legal and other problems that 
this causes." A warning on this score has been addressed to the 
Lithuanian comrades. You will remember that I have said more than 
once that if anybody imagines that this matter can be decided by a 
show of hands, in an all-night session, in anticipation of the next 
Congress and so on, then they cannot be at all serious or respons- 
ible from the standpoint of resolving the vital issues of the life 
of one's own people and the whole nation. That should be pointed 
out. 

Considering what has been stated, the Congress of People's 
Deputies of the USSR notes that, in accordance with Articles 74 and 
75 of the Constitution of the USSR, the sovereignty of the USSR and 
the operation of the Constitution of the USSR continue to be in 
force on the territory of Lithuania as a constituent Soviet Social- 
ist Republic. After this legal and political statement, the Congress 
may go on to resolve the following: 

First. Confirming the right of every constituent republic to 
free secession from the USSR (Article 72 of the USSR Constitution), 
the Third Congress of People's Deputies notes that pending the 


promulgation of the law that will determine the procedure and conse- 
quences of secession from the USSR, the decisions adopted on March 
10-12 by the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Republic shall be 
considered invalid as contravening Articles 74 and 75 of the Consti- 
tution of the USSR. 

You have it stated in the opening section of the draft but we 
must carry it over into the Resolution. 

Second. To instruct the President of the USSR to ensure the 
protection of the legitimate rights of every individual living on 
the territory of the Lithuanian Republic and also the observance 
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of the rights and interests of the USSR and other constituent re- 
publics on the territory of Lithuania -- pending an appropriate de- 
cision by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR (you know that we asked 
for this on the opening day of this Congress). 

To my mind, that takes care of the main points. (Applause. ) 

Chairman: Do we need to debate the motion? 

Audience: No. 

Chairman: Then let me put it to the vote. It's been moved that we 
should say “ask" rather than "instruct". (A stir in the hall.) 

Audience: Perhaps “instruct" is better. 

Mikhail GORBACHEV: I think that since the Congress has elected 
the President, it can "instruct" him to do what it considers to be 
necessary. 

Chairman: Do you accept that wording, Comrades? I ask you to show 
where you stand on the draft moved by Comrade Gorbachev... By roil- 
call? How shall we do it, Comrades? Since there is such a proposal, 
we must, I believe, decide on the voting procedure. Or is there no 
need? (A stir in the hall.) Then I ask you to vote. Who is in favour 
of the motion tabled by Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev? Against? 
Abstensions? The motion is carried. 


Results of Voting 
Ayes 1,463 
Nays 94 
Abstensions 128 
Total 1,685 


Non-voters 0) 
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TELEGRAM 


VILNIUS, 

Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian 
Soviet Socialist Republic, 
V.LANDSBERGIS, Chairman of the 
Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian 
Soviet Socialist Republic 


I hereby send the Resolution of the Special Third Congress 
of People's Deputies of the USSR, adopted on March 15, 1990. 

Inform us within three days on the measures that will be 
taken to implement this Resolution. 


President of the USSR 
M. GORBACHEV 


RESOLUTION 


of the Special Third Congress of People's Deputies 
of the USSR 


IN CONNECTION WITH THE DECISIONS TAKEN BY THE SUPREME SOVIET 
OF THE LITHUANIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC 
ON MARCH 10 TO 12, 1990 


The Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist 
Republic announced on March 10 to 12, 1990 the "restoration of 
the independence of the Lithuanian state" and the invalidity of 
the Constitution of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic and 
of the Constitution of the USSR on the territory of the Republic. 

Whilst possessing the constitutional right to self-determina- 
tion, a Union republic cannot, however, ignore, when joining the 
federation or seceding from it, the political, socio-economic, 
territorial, legal and other problems that this causes. 

The Congress of People's Deputies considers the above-men- 
tioned decisions of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian Soviet 
Socialist Republic to be legally invalid. 

The Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR states that, 
in accordance with Articles 74 and 75 of the USSR Constitution, 
the sovereignty of the Union and the Constitution of the USSR 
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continue to be in force on the territory of Lithuania as a 
constituent Soviet Socialist Republic. 

The Congress of People's Deputies of the USSR resolves the 
following: 

1. Confirming the right of every constituent republic to 
free secession from the USSR (Article 72 of the USSR Constitu- 
tion), the Congress rules that until the procedure and consequen- 
ces of secession from the Soviet Union are established by law, 
the unilateral resolutions of the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian 
Soviet Socialist Republic in violation of Articles 74 and 75 of 
the USSR Constitution, shall be considered invalid. 

2. To instruct the President of the USSR, the Supreme Soviet 
of the USSR and the Council of Ministers of the USSR, pending the 
adoption of the appropriate resolutions, to ensure the protection 
of the legitimate rights of every individual living in Lithuania, 
as well as the observance of the rights and interests of the USSR 
and of the constituent republics on the territory of the Lithua- 
nian Soviet Socialist Republic. 

3. To instruct the bodies of state authority and the govern- 
ment of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic to take all the 
necessary measures to ensure that law and order are not violated 
on the territory of the Republic. 


Moscow, Kremlin 
March 15, 1990 


